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	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The present study highlights about integrating cotton oilcake with recommended fertilizer doses for sustainable rice production. Results revealed that 30% cotton oilcake combined with 70% chemical fertilizers (T5) produced yield, nutrient uptake, and growth attributes comparable to the full recommended fertilizer dose (T2). This indicates that partial substitution of chemical fertilizers with organic manure can sustain rice productivity while reducing reliance on synthetic inputs. Moreover, the integrated use of organic and inorganic sources enhances soil fertility, nutrient availability, and long-term soil health. Therefore, cotton oilcake-based nutrient management offers a practical and eco-friendly strategy to achieve high yields and maintain soil sustainability in rice cultivation.
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	Yes, title of the article: ‘Effects of cotton oil cake with recommended fertilizer dose on nutrient uptake, yield contributing characters, and yield of BRRI dhan29’ is completely suitable for this manuscript.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	Yes, the abstract of the article is comprehensive. There is no need to add or delete something in this section.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the manuscript is completely scientifically correct.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I think this section needs modification. At least, 5 to 6 more references are needed in this manuscript.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Structure of sentences and grammatical usage are appropriate in every section and I appreciate that the author maintains their standard.

	

	Optional/General comments


	1. The manuscript would appear more comprehensive and attractive if supported with suitable one or two images or schematic diagrams.
Overall, I acknowledge the authors' efforts and believe the submitted manuscript is suitable for acceptance after minor revisions.
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